that in most cases there were no rails or berms.  He dis-
claimed knowledge of public road standards for the purpose
of comparing to those he applied to the cited mine access
road (Tr, 47) .

Inspector Sarke agreed that it was impossible to build
sufficient barriers to keep cars from overtraveling on many
stretches of Kentucky mountain roads.  However, with regard
to the access road in question, he did not believe it was
impossible to build such barriers because there were existing
guardrails and berms everywhere along that route.  He confirmed
that the first instance where guardrails were located on the
road was on a bridge crossing a stream, but he did not know how
those rails were mounted.  He did recall that the rails
consisted of metal posts joined by a steel rope, but did not
know how effective they would be in preventing a car from
falling into the stream.  He guessed they could restrain an
average car traveling at ten miles an hour (Tr. 50) .

Mr. Sarke stated that at location #1 where he observed
the dislodged guardrail, the foreman's parking lot connects
with the lot used by other employees.  He estimated that 20
automobiles would be passing through that location at any
given time/ and that these were automobiles driven by the
men during shift changes.  He agreed that this part of the
roadway was level and was approximately 15 feet wide, but
that two cars would not be able to pass each other at that
location.  He confirmed that one could observe any traffic
coming from one parking lot to the other.  He also confirmed
that there had been problems with the ground washing away at
this location, but denied any knowledge of a timber being
fitted along the outer edge of the roadway.  He did not know
how deep the guardrail holes were, and assuming that they
were in place, he could not state how much protection they
would have provided for passing vehicles.  Ke could not recall
how the guardrails were installed to achieve abatement of the
citation (Tr. 56-59).

Mr. Sarke conceded that due to the road conditions, the
installation of guardrails directly adjacent to the roadway
where the guardrail was dislodged was not possible.  While he
believed that there was a danger of cars going off the hill
because of the dislodged guardrail, he could not state whether
the guardrail prior to being dislodged because of ground
erosion would have restrained a vehicle (Tr. 60) .

Mr. Sarke testified that he considered the road in question
to be a haulage road upon which people, trucks, and supplies

1CJ.U. Sarke did confirm that the road to Mine 32
